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Serial Number: 09/975,736 Page 2 

Art Unit: 2173 

1 . The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

2. Claims 3 - 5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

As noted in the previous Office action, the phrase "the user" lacks clear 
antecedent basis earlier in the claims, which mention nothing of such a "user"— just a 
"portable media device". 

Applicant does not understand this rejection, as given at page 6 of the 15 May 
2006 response, because "the first element of claim 1 reads: 'a housing sized to be held 
by a user."'. But it is claim 2 upon which claims 3, 4 depend, not claim 1, and it lacks 
this mention of "a user". 

3. Claims 1 - 14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Chung et al. (U.S. Patent Number 6,628,963), hereinafter referred to as Chung. 

As per independent claim 1, Chung disclose a portable multimedia player that 
contains a portable phone for modem connection, multimedia control sections that 
operate the entire portable device and including a CPU, a control circuit, a memory 
having a predetermined storage capacity to store audio or video files that can be 
downloaded by online communication, a system ROM for predetermined functionality of 
the portable device, a key input section having a plurality of functions for MPEG-1 video 
functions or MP3 audio signal, an audio codec mixing sections adapted to output the 
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audio signal, and a LCD screen to display digital image or functionality of operation of 
portable device. This is stated in the "Abstract". 

Significantly in Chung, the "digital data" that is accessed may be from a diversity 
of sources: the present invention has advantages in that audio equipment, video 
equipment, an electronic pocketbook, an alarm, a communication device, a voice 
recorder are integrated in function by one multimedia player (col 3, lines 32 - 38). 
Chung describes in detail the access of such "data" from online and CD sources (col 1 , 
lines 40 - 41 ), and that for a CD player , a CD-ROM driver to reproduce a CD media is 
employed (something that would not be used in downloaded MP3 files). The diversity of 
sources and their accompanying specialized interfaces to the source media (e.g., CD vs 
online) means that when "digital data" is accessed, the request must be followed by a 
determination of "a data type of the digital data", which in turn drives the selection of 
"one of the plurality of CODECs based on the data type". See also claims 6, 9, 10, 13, 
14 on this matter of plural "CODECs". 

The various user interfaces obtained in Chung are examples of "display of data", 
and in a format established by "the data type". Thus, in implementing the final display in 
Chung, "a plurality of display managers" must follow the "CODECs". 

Independent claim 2 is basically a re-statement of what appears in claim 1 , but 
without the "housing", "circuit board" and "battery power supply". The "data type" in this 
claim is used for "formatting display data to generate a display based on the data type". 
However, it can also be said that a "formatting" must take place to access the data 
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stream of Chung, where individual "audio" sources are obtained in their own formats, 
and thus with their own "CODEC" and "display" formatting. 

As per the "input device" of claim 3, see the interactive interface appearing in 
Chung's col. 1 lines 41-46. A "touch-sensitive device" as per claim 4 is suggested by 
the alternatives for input devices as is given at col 3, lines 28 - 31 , where display-based 
controls would have a possible "first configuration" and "second configuration" "based 
on... type", as in claim 5. 

Independent claim 7 (and see also independent claim 11) merely has a "method 
of selecting a CODEC" via "user operation", with a result of "displaying data in a 
predetermined format selected for proper operation", only as has been discussed 
above, Chung does this also, in rendering from diverse sources. 

Claim 8's "command controls for operation with the selected CODEC" are further 
to be expected in Chung, where the individual sources need their user control to be 
useful. A similar line of reasoning applies to claim 12. 

4. Applicant's arguments filed 15 May 2006 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

At page 7, applicant asserts that "The Examiner does not specifically provide a 
detailed rejection of claim 1". It is hoped, with this review by the Examiner who has 
succeeded the original Examiner after his leaving the Art Unit in 2005, that these details 
are now better set forth in the explanation above. 

Concerning Chung, applicant argues at page 7 that there is no "teaching, 
disclosure, mention, or suggestion of multiple display managers that can be selected by 
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the processor... based on a data type". But this is to ignore the basic advantage being 
set forth in Chung, which is that plural source-types, with presumably-different coding 
standards, may nevertheless be rendered upon a single display device, meaning such 
specific modules would have to be there, in order for it to work. In leading up to the final 
output, such arrangements constitute "display managers", in that they must cooperate 
with the display unit in Chung to be operated successfully. A CD has an inherently 
different interface than the example of online MP3 access in Chung's example, and 
must be provided for. 

5. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. 

During a new and updating search, the Examiner noted that the additionally-cited 
US references (see attached form PTO-892) also relate to the presentation of MPEG- 
encoded data via an operator-interactive device. 

6. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

7. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
Examiner should be directed to Raymond J. Bayerl, whose telephone number is (571 ) 
272-4045. The Examiner can normally be reached on M - Th from 9:00 AM to 4:00 PM 
ET. 

8. If attempts to reach the Examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the Examiner's 
supervisor, Kristine Kincaid, can be reached at 571-272-4063. All patent application 
related correspondence transmitted by FAX must be directed to the central FAX 
number (571) 273-8300. 

9. Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application of 
proceeding should be directed to the receptionist, whose telephone number is (571) 



272-2100. 




